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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC jlf 103 

1 , The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject mailer sought lo be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1, 3 and 8-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Fallgatter et al. (Des. 291 760) in view of Gibran et al. (US6280369). 

Fallgatter et al. teach a cylindrically-shaped main body (see figure 1) having a first end 
and a second end, first and second ball-shaped handles (see figure 3), wherein the main body is 
composed of a solid metallic substance, 

Fallgatter et al. teach the invention cited with the exception of the handles being 
composed of a solid metallic substance. 

Gibran et al. teach handles 18 that can be made of metal (col. 2, lines 10-12). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the 
invention, to have provided the invention of Fallgatter et al. with handles made of a solid 
metallic substance, in light of the teachings of Gibran et al., in order to provide a stronger and 
more durable handle. Note that Fallgatter et al. teach tapered portions on the main body close to 
the handles and the main body is constructed from a sold shaft of the metallic substance (see 
description, line 10). 
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Note that Gibran et al. teach that the metallic substance is stainless steel (col. 2, last line). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the 
invention, to have provided the invention of Fallgatter et al. with stainless steel, in light of the 
teachings of Gibran et al., in order to provide a rust resistant material. 

Fallgatter et al. /Gibran et al. teach the invention cited with the exception of the particular 
length, diameter and weight of the rolling pin. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been an obvious matter of design choice to a 
person of ordinary skill in the art, to have used the claimed length, diameter and weight because 
applicant has not disclosed that the claimed length, diameter and weight provides an advantage, 
is used for a particular purpose, or solves a stated problem. One of ordinary skill in the art, 
furthermore, would have expected applicant's invention to perform equally well with either the 
length, diameter and weight taught by Fallgetter et al./Gibran et al. or the claimed length, 
diameter and weight because either length, diameter and weight of rolling pin perform the same 
function of rolling dough equally well. 

3. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Fallgatter et al. in 
view of Gibran et al. as applied to claim 1 above, and fiarther in view of Kerr et al. (US 1405920). 

Fallgatter et al./Gibran et al. teach the invention cited above with the exception of the 
solid metallic substance being aluminum, 

Kerr et al. teach that it is known to use aluminum materials (see title) for rolling pins. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the 
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invention, to have provided the invention of Fallgatter et al./Gibran et al. with aluminum as the 
solid metallic substance, in light of the teachings of Kerr et al., in order to provide a balance of 
strength while maintaining a relatively light weight metal. 

4. Claims 4-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Fallgatter et 
al. in view of Gibran et al. as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Gale (US 1603683). 

Fallgatter et al./Gibran et al. teach the invention cited above with the exception of the 
main body being powder coated. 

It is noted that when kneading dough using a rolling pin, flour is coated on the surface of 
the rolling pin to provide a non-stick surface. For example. Gale teaches a main body that is 
powder coated (lines 83-86). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary, skill in the art, at the time of the 
invention, to have provided the invention of Fallgatter et al./Gibran et al. with a powder coating, 
in light of the teachings of Gale, in order to provide a non-stick surface. 

5. Claims 13 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Fallgatter et al. in view of Kerr et al. and Gale. 

Fallgatter et al. teach the invention cited above with the exception of the 
handles being aluminum. 

Kerr et al. teach that it is known to use aluminum materials (see title) for rolling pins. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the 
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invention, to have provided the invention of Fallgatter et al. with aluminum as the handle 
material, in light of the teachings of Kerr et al., in order to provide a balance of strength while 
maintaining a relatively light weight metal. 

Fallgatter et al./Kerr et al. teach the invention cited above with the exception of the 
main body being powder coated. 

It is noted that when kneading dough using a rolling pin, flour is coated on the surface of 
the rolling pin to provide a non-stick surface. For example. Gale teaches a main body that is 
powder coated (lines 83-86). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the 
invention, to have provided the invention of Fallgatter et al./Kerr et al, with a powder coating, in 
light of the teachings of Gale, in order to provide a non-stick surface. 

6. Claims 1 and 8-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Weinkle (US4815859) in view of Gibran et al. 

Weinkle teaches a cylindrically shaped main body 14 having first and second ends, first 
and second ball shaped handles 20,22, affixed to the first and second ends. 

Although Weinkle teaches using a hard, rigid material (col. 1, lines 57-58), Weinkle does 
not specifically teach using metal for the handles and main body. 

Gibran et al. teach using metal for handles (col. 2, lines 42-43) and a main body (col. 2, 
last line). 



Application/Control Number: 10/773,133 Page 6 

Art Unit: 3726 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the 
invention, to have provided the invention of Weinkle with metal handles and main body, in light 
of the teachings of Gibran et al., in order to provide a rigid and durable material. 

Gibran et al. teach using stainless steel (col. 2, last line). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the invention, to have provided the 
invention of Weinkle with stainless steel, in light of the teachings of Gibran et al., in order to 
provide a rust resistant material. 

Weinkle/Gibran et al. teach the invention cited with the exception of the particular length, 
diameter and weight of the rolling pin. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been an obvious matter of design choice to a 
person of ordinary skill in the art, to have used the claimed length, diameter and weight because 
applicant has not disclosed that the claimed length, diameter and weight provides an advantage, 
is used for a particular purpose, or solves a stated problem. One of ordinary skill in the art, 
furthermore, would have expected applicant's invention to perform equally well with either the 
length, diameter and weight taught by Weinkle/Gibran et al. or the claimed length, diameter and 
weight because either length, diameter and weight of rolling pin perform the same function of 
rolling dough equally well. 

7. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Weinkle in view 
of Gibran et al. as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Kerr et al. (US 1405920). 

Weinkle/Gibran et al. teach the invention cited above with the exception of the 
solid metallic substance being aluminum. 
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Kerr et al. teach that it is known to use aluminum materials (see title) for rolling pins. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the 
invention, to have provided the invention of Weinkle/Gibran et al. with aluminum as the solid 
metallic substance, in light of the teachings of Kerr et al., in order to provide a balance of 
strength while maintaining a relatively light weight metal. 

8. Claims 4-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Weinkle in 
view of Gibran et al. as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Gale (US 1603683). 

Weinkle/Gibran et al. teach the invention cited above with the exception of the 
main body being powder coated. 

It is noted that when kneading dough using a rolling pin, flour is coated on the surface of 
the rolling pin to provide a non-stick surface. For example. Gale teaches a main body that is 
powder coated (lines 83-86). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the 
invention, to have provided the invention of Weinkle/Gibran et al. with a powder coating, in light 
of the teachings of Gale, in order to provide a non-stick surface. 

9. Claims 13 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Weinkle in view of Kerr et al. and Gale. 

Weinkle teaches the invention cited above with the exception of the 
handles being aluminum. 
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Kerr et al. teach that it is known to use aluminum materials (see title) for rolling pins. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the 
invention, to have provided the invention of Weinkle with aluminum as the handle material, in 
light of the teachings of Kerr et al., in order to provide a balance of strength while maintaining a 
relatively light weight metal. 

Weinkle/Kerr et al. teach the invention cited above with the exception of the 
main body being powder coated. 

It is noted that when kneading dough using a rolling pin, flour is coated on the surface of 
the rolling pin to provide a non-stick surface. For example. Gale teaches a main body that is 
powder coated (lines 83-86). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the 
invention, to have provided the invention of Weinkle/Kerr et al. with a powder coating, in light 
of the teachings of Gale, in order to provide a non-stick surface. 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Marc Jimenez whose telephone number is (571) 272-4530. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Bryant can be reached on (571) 272-4526. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto,gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-27^1000. 
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